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Wechsler . 

m&ssm&iA LONELY : INQUEST 


/' From a variety of sources. I have refntly been sub- 
Jected.io seme version of the same question: 

Lowenstein Involved In the Sirhan case? Has he fupped 

The quick answer Is that he is alive and well, and in 
fuH command cf hia senses. But since that reply may se 
either protective or glib, I am setting down some personal 
Imowledge of the sequence that led to hts .absorption in the 
circumstances surrounding Robert Kennedy s assassin-tin. . 

' His lonely exploratory mission was not undert^ten with 
any Impulsive zest, or ar.y expectation of public notices. He 
has never had any attachment for fanatieaky conspiratorial. 
Series of history. Even now, he does not dogmatically ad- 
vance any blueprint of a plot that gees beyond Sirhan. He is 
asking questions — and pleading for a diligent effort to get 
the answers. 

* * * 

. For Lowenstein this has been a long Journey. In a sense 
it began with an unrelated episode In tlie summer of 1S73 
. when the exl.rter.ee of a White Horn * " enc ™ le fi s Jf 
revealed, end Lowensteln found himself cn a small roster 
of very special ‘'enemies.” 

I recall him remarking at that time that the dtelaran 
had persuaded him to re-examine many seemingly imp.aus- 
tb’e political nightmares. If the Nixon Administration «>uU 
thus caricature, the grimmest projections of its k00kk ”£ 
critics, what other apparent fantasies might have some 
rcota in reality? 

Not long afterward he found himself In Ix»3 An^es. 
Ke was still uncommitted to any crusading nqulry. What 
plunged him so deeply Into the affair was the "stone yalllng 
ar.d deceit he encountered among Los Angeles pol.ee an' 
prosecutive officials. . , , „ , 

ir» found glaring discrepancies between what they tokl 
him ^d£th ttie Sirhan trial record and the autopsy re^rL 
He was troubled by their refusal to release the 10 volumes 
„» t^p official report on the killing and permit access o 
other vital evidence. He was Impressed and disturbed by 
the affidavit of ballistic expert William W. ” arp er raising 
doubts 1 about whether Kennedy bail been kldcd by the same 
pun that wounded a bystander. Ho was perp.exed by th. 

■ disparity between the number of bullet-holes found after 
the shooting and the official assertion that only eight bu,...tx 


His independent inquiries unfolded new conffi^fe eye-! 
witness testimony and Strange aspects in the sccuriy . 

**’ Respite his deepening skepticism, he remained- re^ctent , 
to "go public.” In numerous private conference. , he- nr.. , 
-okJd iL Angeles officials to v’ 

murder story. Onlywhen he. and Paul 
Workers Union leader who was wounded 

out became convinced that the cover-up was unbream.k . 

- did they finally decide to air their misgivings and call for an . 
Investigation “free of prejudice or preconception ^ - 

-The frustrations LoWenstei n and Schra&i .thave. > 
countered were symbolised by a story transmitted • 

SSSSm Pest wire almost simultaneous with -th*A-. 

The dispatch (written by Ron Kcssto ond ; ; 

published in this and many other, newspapers) began. ; 

Pasadena, Cal— The nationally recognized ba.- . , ; 
lfstics expert whose affidavit gave rise toa 
that Robert F. Kennedy was not killed IW jJ-hM • ; .. t 
Bisharra' Sirhan has said there is no evidence .to , , 

support the claim. t 

ated his earlier statement. • • '• 

What has not beep, reported is that Harper,- ' 

r»„biishfKl letter to the Washington paper, blasted lto ac 
count of the interview. Among other things, ho y,TOi.e: ■. , 

"At no time did I over directly or Indirectly repm a-to 
my findings In this case. For Kessler to say I tod 4s pie- 
nosterous ... . ' 

"I would like to point cat, 
affidavit was never represented as being. 
defteiive Rather it was meant to focus attention on son a 
of ^ ^ imegularitics in the ^ « 
case and to ask questions that obviously dem-n q a-* 
SWCM ft w*» these unanswered question* tJm. U-t<nwt / 
caused rue to have grave doubts regarding the 
handling of. this case, questions that havo S.1U to be 

There is no filial contradiction between the possibilitj 
that Sirhan was “the lone assaskin” and that Los Angek; 
authorities have been primarily concealing flaws ar.d burn 
dors in their own investigative process. 'A. 

t is hardly madness to continue asking whetner Sit 
a solitary operative. Ltowonstein and Schrace hav 
xnnpelllng caso for either a Congressional U ; 
In independent commission ctf inquiry. 



